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REMARK S 

Claims 1-16 aic pending in thepresent applic^.tion. Claims 17-20 have been canceled. 
Reconsi<leration of tlie claims is respcctliilly requested. 

1. 35tJ.S,C.S 121 

The Office Action requires a restriction lo one of (he following sets of claims: 

I. Claims 1-14; 

II. Claims 15-16; 

III. Claims 17-19; and 

IV. Claim 20, 

In response to the Rcstnction Requirement. Applicant elects invention I, claims 1-14. with 
Inverse. In this case, iti s believed that invention I and invention II are not distinct as believed 
by the examiner. If thel;rammer ware Im,othe(ically able to find prior art tliat rendered the 
i.wention covered by claim 1 as unpatentable, this san-,e prior art would also render claim 15 
unpatentable because claim 15 is directed towards a computer program product that causes steps 
to bo executed in which those steps are identical to the steps set forth in the method in claim 1. 
Fiirthcr, the invention in II is not an appai-atus for its practice. Instead, the invention to is a 
computer program product, which may be used to initi>ite a dilTercnt apparatus to execute the 
steps recited in the claims. In other words, the compulor program product in claim 1 5 does not 
execute these steps. Instead, this appa.-atus. the compi,icr program product, is used by another 
apparatus, such as a processor, to execute steps. In ad.lition, the claim method may not be 
performed by hand with pencil and paper because these steps necessarily require interaction with 
a network. Further, as amended, the method in I, -as amended is executed by a computer, which 
specifically cxch,des pcrfomiing the method by hand. Thcrorore, these proccs.ses arc not 
pracliccd by another materially different apparatus or by hand. Both I and II are directed toward 
a molhod and apparatu.s that arc directed towards a com[)uter, 

As a result, the restriction ofinventions I and IT is improper. Consequently, the restriction 
of inventions 1 and II have been overcome. 

Claims 17-20, to non-elcc[ed inventions I. are l^reby canceled without prejudice or 
disclaimer. It is respectfully urged that the subject application be reconsidered. 
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The Examiner is invited to call the imdcrsigiK-d at the bclow-listcd telephone number if in 
the opinion of the Examiner such a telephone coiifcrc nee would expedite or aid the prosecution 
and oxaininaKon of this application. 



Respect fiilly submitted. 



Duke W, Yee 
Reg. No. 34,285 
Carslens, Yee & Cahoon, LLP 
P.O. \lox 802334 
Dallas, TX 75380 
(972) 367-2001 
Atlonicy for Applicants 
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